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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of this application as amended is respectfully requested. 

Claim 20 has been amended in such manner as to overcome the drawing 
objection. Figure 1 clearly shows the claimed hydraulic control mechanism 38 as part of 
the braking system 1 0 and coupled to front brakes 1 6, 1 8 and rear brakes 20, 22 by 
associated hydraulic lines 42, 44 which, on page 12 lines 1-4 of the specification also 
represent the path of the control lines for the electronic control system. In other words, 
either Sy stem(electricorh y drauliclines42,44)operate the brakes 16, 18,20,22. Thus, 

the steps of amended claim 20 are believed to be sufficiently illustrated by the 
diagrammatic view of Figure 1. As such, reconsideration and withdrawal of the objection 

is respectfully requested. 

Reconsideration of the rejection of claim 14 over Bunker in view of Taig is 

respectfully requested. 

While the examiner asserts that Bunker discloses all of the limitations of claim 14 



U except for use of an electric actuator, such is not the case. Claim 14 recites the step of 

8|J controlling foe attitude and movement of the brake discs with respect to the wheel hub 

m ^ controlling the attitude and movement of the friction elements with respect to the 

3:1 caliper to maintain the brake discs and friction elements in parallel alignment dunng 

f t • sliding movement into and out of braking engagement with one another. Bunker does not 

3 'i teach this aspect of the claimed invention and Taig does not make up for the deficiency. 

m Accordingly, the rejection is believed to be improper and should be withdrawn on this 

basis alone. 

A More0 ver, there is no teaching or suggestion in either Bunker or Taig of providing 

Si . an electric actuator system that would be effective to displace both slideable brake pads 

1 and discs. The single disc 22 of Taig is fixed One skilled in the art of sliding disc brakes 

would thus not look to the fixed disc system of Taig for a solution to disc actuation 
problems or substitutions associated with the Bunker system. As such, the rejection is 
further believed to be improper on this basis alone and it is respectfully requested that the 
|N examiner reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 1 4. 

It is submitted that this amendment folly complies with requirements for an after- 
final amendment, as it is responsive to rejections first made in the final action and thus 
could not have been earlier presented and raises no new issues that would require further 
consideration by the examiner apart form the properness of the final rejection. 
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U favorable action is requested. rtrf .v cesst o 

If . The Patent Office is authorized to charge or refund any fee decency or excess to 

It Deposit Account No. 04-1061. 

|Jt Respectfully submitted, 

DICKINSON WRIGHT P1XC 
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